REMARKS 

The examiner has rejected claims 1-11 under 35 U.S.C. §112 
as being indefinite. Applicant respectfully submits that the 
claims clearly claim the mounting system only and that they do 
not include the downrod or any other part of a ceiling fan. 
Independent claims 1 and 5 explicitly state u the mounting system 
comprising" . Furthermore, any mention of the downrod within the 
claims is preferenced with the word "the" instead of the word 
"said" , which would indicate it as part of a claimed element. 

The examiner has also rejected claims 1-2, 5-6 and 8-9 under 
35 U.S.C. §102 as being anticipated by Jeune or Pearce ( x 054) . 

CLAIM 1 

Applicant's claim 1 recites a mounting system for supporting 
a ceiling fan assembly of the type having a motor, motor housing, 
a plurality of blades and a downrod. The mounting system has a 
mounting plate adapted to be mounted to a supporting surface and 
having at least one tab lock, a rotatable mounting bracket having 
one end with at least one locking tab configured to mate 
rotatably with the tab lock and an opposite end adapted to be 
coupled to the downrod, and a canopy coupled to the downrod of 
the ceiling fan assembly and adapted to be coupled to the 
mounting plate. With this construction, the operator may couple 
the ceiling fan assembly to the supporting surface by mounting 
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the mounting plate to the support surface and then simply 
coupling the mounting bracket to the mounting plate. 

Applicant's mounting plate is shown in Fig. 1 as reference 
number 14, the mounting bracket is shown as reference number 28, 
and the canopy is shown as reference number 32 . These three 
components are distinct and separate from each other so that the 
ceiling fan can be assembly without the operator having to lift 
the entire structure for an extended period of time. 

Applicant respectfully submits that the Jeune reference does 
not anticipate Applicant's claim 1. Claim 1 clearly states that 
the canopy is "adapted to be mounted to said mounting plate" . 
The canopy (12) of Jeune is certainly not mounted to the mounting 
plate, as the canopy of Jeune is mounted instead to the mounting 
bracket (examiner's reference number 11). 

As the Jeune reference does not show the claimed 
construction recited in Claim 1 it cannot anticipate Applicant's 
claimed invention. 

With regard to the Pearce reference, Applicant respectfully 
submits that the Pearce reference does not anticipate Applicant's 
claim 1. Firstly, Claim 1 clearly states that the mounting 
system comprises a mounting plate having at least one tab lock 
and a mounting bracket having at least one locking tab configured 
to mate with the tab lock. Pearce' s Plate 12 does not have a tab 
lock. Secondly, claim 1 recites that the mounting bracket is 
rotatable so that it rotatably mates with the tab lock of the 
mounting plate. The "bracket" of Pearce does not rotate and 



therefore would not rotatably lock either. 

As the Pearce reference does not show the claimed 
construction recited in Claim 1 it cannot anticipate Applicant's 
claimed invention. 

CLAIM 5 

With regard to Applicant's Claim 5 and the Jeune reference, 
the claimed invention specifically includes rotatable locking 
means for rotatably locking the mounting bracket to the mounting 
plate. The examiner has cited J eune ' s mounting bar 24 and leg 
member 27 as rotatable locking means. It should be pointed out 
that these members do not rotate. Furthermore, these members do 
not mount a mounting plate to a mounting bracket, instead they 
mount the downrod to the mounting plate. 

Also, it should also be pointed out that the claim recites 
that the canopy is mounted to the mounting plate to obscure the 
mounting bracket .- The Jeune ref erence clearly does not include 
a canopy that obscures the mounting bracket from view. 

As previously submitted, the Pearce reference does not 
include rotatable locking means associated with the mounting 
bracket . 

As such, neither of these references cited by the Examiner 
include the physical limitation recited in Applicant's claim 5. 
Therefore, neither of these references anticipate Applicant's 
claimed invention . 
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By this Amendment it is believed that the application has 
now been placed in condition for allowance. An early notice to 
such effect is accordingly solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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